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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is in response to communications filed on January 24, 2006. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's remarks filed January 24, 2006 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. Applicant argued that: 

a) Anderson does not disclose, suggest, or mention a DHCP server as a part 
of the system disclosed; 

b) Anderson does not mention the use of ID server (760) to maintain a 
registry (1001) or relevant Internet addresses so as to solve the "unknown 
address" problem encountered by users attempting to access another 
Internet location; 

c) Anderson does not disclose or suggest the provision, transfer and use of 
"unique identification information" comprising at least one of an Ethernet 
address and a search keyword for a variable IP address of each network 
unit; 

d) Anderson does not disclose a "communication unit" for receiving and 
storing variable IP addresses; and, 

e) Anderson does not disclose or suggest the agent server including a 
"control unit" connected to the communication unit and to the database or 
storing means for receiving from the user unique identification information 
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comprising at least one of an Ethernet address and a search keyword for 
a network unit selected by the user. 
Examiner respectfully disagrees with Applicant's assertions. 

3. Regarding item a), Examiner has mentioned in previous office actions that 
Anderson does not expressly disclose a DHCP server. As indicated in the previous 
actions however, Anderson suggests that a DHCP server is involved where Anderson 
describes the network unit changing addresses each time it establishes an Internet 
connection, (col. 9, lines 4-9, col. 12, line 57, through col. 13, line 12). Furthermore, 
DHCP servers were well known in the art at the time of the present invention as 
indicated in the background of Applicant's specification (page 2, paragraph 6). 

As in Applicant's previous remarks. Applicant alleges Examiner does not cite any 
evidence in support of DHCP servers being well known in the art at the time of the 
present invention, and that the only reason Examiner is able to make modifications to 
Anderson is due to the fact that Examiner, unlike one of ordinary skill in the art, has had 
access to the disclosure of the present application. Examiner submits references have 
been cited in the previous office action to provide evidence of the features considered to 
be well known in the art at the time of the present invention. 

4. Regarding item b), as also mentioned in previous actions, Examiner agrees 
with Applicant that the ID server of Anderson cannot serve as a DHCP server since it 
performs according to Applicant's claimed "agent server''. As previously indicated, it is 
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suggested by Anderson, that the ISP (710) would use the DHCP server instead (see 
Anderson, col. 9, lines 4-9, col. 12, line 57, through col. 13, line 12, and Fig. 7, also see 
What is DHCP?). Examiner submits that although the reference date for What is 
DHCP? is after the Applicant's priority date and U.S. filing date, the reference discloses 
a definition for DHCP. Examiner submits that this definition would be no different at the 
time of Applicant's priority date or U.S. filing date, than the actual date of the cited 
reference. Furthermore, the What is DHCP? reference was used merely to provide 
evidence of implicit, if not inherent, teachings of Anderson. 

5. Regarding item c), as mentioned in previous actions, Anderson teaches the 
provision, transfer and use of "unique identification information" comprising a URL (col. 
9, lines 39-50). Examiner has interpreted the URL to be at least one of an Ethernet 
address and a search keyword for a variable IP address of each network unit. In 
response to Applicant's allegations that Examiner provides no support for such an 
interpretation, Examiner once again directs Applicant's attention to the cited passage of 
Anderson, (col. 9, lines 39-50). In this passage it is clearly suggested that the URL 
includes at least one of an Ethernet address and search keyword for a variable IP 
address of each network unit since similar to Applicant's claimed invention, a user is 
enabled to gain access a network unit by entering an identity of the access unit (i.e. the 
URL) into a web browser. 
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6. Regarding item d), as indicated in previous actions, although Anderson does 
not explicitly teach a "communication unit", Anderson does teach receiving and storing 
variable IP addresses, (col. 9, lines 39-50). Thus it is implied in the teachings of 
Anderson that Anderson is using a communication unit, similar to Applicant's claimed 
communication unit. Examiner maintains the arrangement of elements for performing 
the functions recited in independent claims 1 and 13, as well as the steps recited in 
independent claims 7 and 19, fails to distinguish over the disclosed teachings of 
Anderson. 

7. Regarding item e), as indicated in previous actions, although Anderson does 
not explicitly teach a "control unit" connected to the "communication unit" and to the 
database or storing means , Anderson does teach an agent server (760) and database 
or storing means for receiving from the user unique identification information comprising 
at least an Ethernet address and a search keyword for a network unit selected by the 
user, (col. 9, lines 39-50). Thus it is implied in the teachings of Anderson that a control 
unit is connected to a communication unit and database or storing means similar to 
Applicant's claimed invention. Examiner maintains the arrangement of elements for 
performing the functions recited in independent claims 1 and 13, as well as the steps 
recited in independent claims 7 and 19, fails to distinguish over the disclosed teachings 
of Anderson. 
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8. Accordingly, the references supplied by the examiner in the previous office 
action covers the claimed limitations. The rejections are thus sustained. Applicant is 
requested to review the prior art of record for further consideration. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Claims 1,4, 5, 7, 10-13, 16, 19, 21, 22, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Anderson et al. (hereinafter Anderson), U.S. Patent 
6,567,122, in view of Applicants Admitted Prior Art (AAPA). 

1 1 . In considering claims 1,7,13, and 1 9, Anderson teaches a network system 
and method, comprising: At least one network unit (100) having a variable internet 
protocol (IP) address and unique identification information, (col. 8, line 47 through col. 
10, line 14, and coL 12, line 57, through col. 13, line 29); and an agent server (760), 
including a communication unit for receiving said unique identification information and 
said variable IP address from said at least one network unit, for transferring said unique 
identification information and said variable IP address, and for receiving from a user 
unique identification information of a network unit selected by the user, a database 



Application/Control Number: 09/912,575 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2151 

(1001) connected to the communication unit for receiving and storing said variable IP 
address and said unique identification information transferred from said communication 
unit, and a control unit connected to said communication unit and to said database for 
receiving from the user via said communication unit said unique identification 
information of said network unit selected by the user, for searching said database for 
said variable IP address of said at least one network unit on the basis of the unique 
identification information received from the user, and for enabling the user to gain 
access to said selected network unit in accordance with results of the searching of said 
database, (col. 8, line 47 through col. 10, line 14, and col. 12, line 57, through col. 13, 
line 29); wherein said unique identification information includes at least one of an 
Ethernet address of said at least one network unit, and a search keyword for said 
variable IP address of said at least one network unit, (col. 9, lines 39-50). 

Although the disclosed system and method taught by Anderson shows 
substantial features of the claimed invention, it fails to expressly disclose: a dynamic 
host configuration protocol (DHCP) server. 

Nevertheless, Anderson suggests that a DHCP server is involved where 
Anderson describes the network unit changing addresses each time it establishes an 
Internet connection, (col. 9, lines 4-9, col. 12, line 57, through col. 13, line 12). 
Furthermore DHCP servers were well known in the art at the time of the present 
invention. The Applicant admits this in a discussion of the related art, (page 2, 
paragraph 6). 
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Thus, if not implicit in the teachings of Anderson, it would have been obvious to a 
person of ordinary skill in the art to modify the teachings of Anderson to show a DHCP 
server responsive to a request from a network unit for assigning the variable IP address 
to the network unit for a predetermined period of time. This would have allowed an 
operator of the network unit to utilize the Internet at a lower rate as compared to the 
higher rate of a fixed IP address, AAPA, page 2, paragraph 6. 

12. In considering claims 4, 10, and 16, Anderson teaches said control unit 
receiving at least one of said Ethernet address of said at least one network unit and said 
search keyword for said variable IP address of said at least one network unit from the 
user over said network and via said communication unit, comparing said at least one of 
said Ethernet address of said at least one network unit and said search keyword for said 
variable IP address of said at least one network unit with data stored in said database to 
produce a match, and searching for said variable IP address when the match is 
produced, (col. 9, lines 39-50). 

13. In considering claims 5, 11, 12, and 22, Anderson teaches the data stored in 
the database being updated at regular time intervals. See col. 13, lines 1-12, and col. 
14, lines 54-67. 
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14. In considering claim 21, Anderson teaches the unique identification 
information comprising at least one of an Ethernet address, and a search keyword 
corresponding to the network unit selected by the user, (col. 9, lines 39-50). 

Conclusion 

15. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of 
time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

16. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Hassan Phillips whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3940. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:00am-5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Zarni Maung can be reached on (571 ) 272-3939. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



HP/ 

4/11/06 




